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10/5/69 


Deal- Gary, 


>'<heri you were not manly enough, to snswer my previous letters, I decided 
that. with ell 1 hove to <fo, I’d just forget it. However, because of s series of 
coincidences lost ni<-ht and this mornning an' because of whet x have learned 
since the last letter, T engage in this new futility. If you will stop and think 
©bout it, it should be clf-sr to you I have no versons! motive in takim? this addit- 
ional time end that there is no chance of persons! profit in it for me. I can do 
no more than consume time for which there is much other use, unless, possibly, this 
cen be of value to you. 


liy files just grew, x nave several different sets of them, A year ago 
began to colsoliaste them, with some kind of system that should make information 
retrieval less dependant upon fragile and failing memory. Periodically, as a sur- 
cease from more, taxing work, •*- plunge into this ern solids t ion. Heving just committed 
the fonutth unprinted book, to sort of test up, I've be n doing norr of this filing. 

Last night I came upon a letter written me by a stranger who had been 
motivated by HITE.7ASH II to phone Zep ruder in early February 1967. This morning 
I came upon my Allman file, then on the fine memo ^ r ether rifles I asked yen to do. 
These are the triggers. 


How it happens that there were a number of neqple I’d never met rer- 
sonally, but with whom I hsd be-n working, on whom you are one, who all turned off 
st the some time. I thought this strange, for whil° I am always in too much iff a 
rush, I was not aware of any ser ious offense I had given any and certainly there 
is little likelihood I could have offended all simultaneously. J-his was a bothering 
mystery until something else hv omened. 


It seems that Dave Li ft on had b en waging a real campaign against me, 
but was restricting it to those I'd never met in person. The one error he made 
wss Gary Schoener, who I had met. Gary had come here, lived with me, knows the 
openness with wuich I work ^fer I .turned him lose in my fil~s and made copies of 
whatever he wanted for him), and reed my unpublished writings. Gary v;es unwilling 
to believe the real tot ten. stuff Dave was sending him, but he apparently kept 
telling Dave his disbelief. Dave persisted, and® at one point got overconfident. 

He dared Gary to confront me with a series of charges involving him and e number 
of other Californians ana me, end usually in the form of my stealinc their work. 

Gary accepted his challenged and send me a series of questions. Were it not for 
the high regard I have for Gary and my desire to preserve as much unity as possibly 
among r.ur small band, I d not have talon the considerable time this required, and 
the cost, for when you have no income, the cost of the ccnsid-. reble photocopying 
this entailed wes burdensome. I went through my files and made copies of everything 
arplicsble with all of these people . In every case except one I was able to give 

ary unequivocal refuation, in every case save that one, from correspondence with 
these people diametrically opposite Lifton's representation. In then one exception, 
the material was pretty compelling the charge was false, but it was not unequivocal. 

t was not precisely on the point, but it was confirmation of what had been dealt 
with by phone. 


Where the charge was tnst I had stolen from Fred Newcomb 


5 for example, I 



hsd Fred’s handwritten note of thanks for my sending him thet material. There 
the charge was ray stealing Fred's observations about the 2*. cruder film, I had ray 
letter, of earlier date- much before he ever sew trie film- pointing out just 
tuj.s character, '.here it was that l/sggie always t ought I was trying to steal her 
boo-c (which to this day I have never seen and was dated before I ever met her) 

I had numerous cases of ray sending her Archives material she could use in her * 
s fecial format, ru my of ers to get other things for her (and gdoing it and send- 
inr- them), anc the op osite of this slander, my sending her a copy of the manuscript 
ox .tJIT-j II m the later summer or early fall of 1956. I could carry this on 
indefinitely, for there was a long list, end in each case Dave’s rottenness was 
ea.ee try opposed to tn? reality, in the course of tracing taese things out, 1 saw 
whet had icrgotten, warning from others on the west coast that as esrlt- as the 
su .i'itr of 19qu, long before we had met or had any correspondence, Dave was engaged 
m just such e. coepaign against me. 

,J *o the best of my recollection, -r met Dave just once. Because? of thi« 
warning and my deer apprehension about his papier-mache assessinotion shceme and 
those mysterious tunnels he had Brown and Root mokiura ell over Deslay Plaza in 
advance of the sssBssinetion, I tried to avoid Dave. "in December 1966 I "was in 
LA for the first time. I did avoid have until it became, an embarrassment for tbs 
man with wiem I was staying. Then we met briefly one Sunday. Cn ray c+he 
x w »s able to avoid meeting him. But Dave 
stayer with Fred, 2/68, as 1 race! 
staying end it, " as being ke? t secre 
was staying and phoned me to try gr 
witu Liebeler in ri eseds ( D&lif, fci 

on,: time, jusu a year ego, when Paul Loch and .-el Verb asked me to (and I'm rind 
l cid be reuse oj. ir-it x learned from his babbling. On this Reseda thing, he has 
made charges I had seen when 1 ra s there 10/68. One 
showed tnem t'-> me. then he raised the sane cuestion 
of ray correspondence vrttn the school, it proves tue t 
Dave alleged w as false, the opposite of the truth. . 
to milk them, my wtrtten offer was to s eak without 
who lives there would not, cs V e is careful to omit, and he hss had a strange 
relationship with, "icbelcr/ . .-here ns accuses me of building uo ray expenses, ray 
1^ tters show I told tnera ray expenses would consists of the cost of transportation 
only, mileage to end from the airport an ; ; the cost of lie ticket. There he accused 
me of nicking a date that wcujd g.et me a free trip to Goiifornia ( eg thBuhh 
I s "end my time looking for junkets), I told them -/hen I’d be there but they wonted 
a specific dote they e- uld advertise. 
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strange "riend Bolton to warn him in advance 
in A hornley. I went farther, presuming 'I'hornle/ 


Then came the 1 -lornley natter. Pave was taken in by 'i'acrnley and had become 
md. therefore, wnatever Thornley said be fame automatic truth. I was accused 
of being responsible for Garrison’s interest in persecution of) Tnornley. Ihe truth 
is i had neither interest in nor knowledge of Garrison’s interest. % own was an( j 
is separate ana entirely distinct, in an entirely i afferent area, and had gone 
to tne trouble of looking . r, fnornley’ 
th.st G-erri son Would deve^or sn interes 

t'~- be innocent of serious involvement, and offered to get together with him to see if 
■/.hat he might have novn of Oswald could have had significance unknown to ^'horaley- 
and ^guaranteed that because he considers himself s writer, the literary value <Sf 
anything that evolved v/ifeld remain with hornley. But what Dave did here forced me 
to make an investigation that otherwise 1 would not have made. In it I leerned hhst 
it is Dave who took the initiative with C-arrison on ■‘•hornley end went so far as to 
rirovide a perjurious affidavit ( a crime for him as for J 'hcrnley), the net ef.'ect of 
which W8s to fs?anie J ohn Rene Heindell (in Garrison's defense, he has said notuing 
of this and done nothing with it). 


Dave’s idea of scholarship and making constructive contributions 


to the 


work so many of us have worked so herd on, et a great cost, was to do a pseudo- 
scholerly debunking of pert of i.V.II (Z camera and its speed^ ana to distribute it 
widely, including to the -*ew York Times, where it had* the intended '■urn^se of 
diminishing the interest I had been able to develop there. Now in this he made 
invalid assumptions and equated tne-n with fact. His commentary on the Zenruder 
camera is from his ’'study" of Nix’s, which is entirely different, with en entirely 
different mechanism. But he made charges be red upon his belief Barret, the FBI agent, 
hec had no interest in the speed of the camera and had confused the ABA speed 
*Us film with the earners speed, “hat I found last night, in this letter' from 
the stranger (who is still a stranger), is his phone call to Sspruder in which 


told him Barret tad ecmc 


how trie <fsr:ere was 


c to his office for tb.es uur pose 
set i S one "sc ho lor s hi p" . 


discussing 


this 


In this case, let me point cut, Neve was taking u- the cudgels for 
•‘-■iebeler, who made the erroneous record and ignored the Berrat report . This is 
precisely ".'hat he (lifisr sfc reseda, where his intervention brought to en end 3 
debate with iicbeler- the only debate with on organized format, where each would be 
limited tax so much time in each speaking and where each would have had a tape 
recording of the entire procedure to use without restr ction. 


Gary later told me Dave accused him of stealing something about 
Newell, the Army intelligence man, from Dave. Now it happens Gary had give: 
a copy of his file on this before h wee in touch with Dave, Gary's reason 
mentioning it. But whet was there to steal? I have just found ;ny own 1956 
on this. I came accross it filed under the interest that led me. to it, the: 
on the first fl-or of the TGBD. Hjne ussf filed under Pierce Allman, who I 
checking out when I found out about. Powell being tea ped i- the building. 
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There ore people 
1 find that over a period of time Dave has 
trying tog get from tnera this contebt. At 


witn my unpublished®. .auuttniii 
been on e systematic campaign. of 
best, tnie is unethical. 1 find him 


writing letters about oiher of my activities, such as helping in a lawsuit, 
where his (garbled) knowledge could hove come from espionage only. Again, this 
is the ehight of impropriety. 

Until recently lx have adhered to my original belief, that this 
very bright young man is also a very sick one. "'hot I have learned to date, 
recently, without conducting any investigation, makes it clear his sickness is 
not the only possibility and may not be the probability. 


In eny event, it hss also become clear that every one of the people 
ith who, I had been in touch who all turned off at the same time were either 
in communication with D eve or with those he expertly manipulates. 

For all of his brightness, he hss produced nothing. A year ago he told 
me he had s took about to be published. He has had articles coming out in msna- 
zines, etc. - all fiction. If he every publishes the book he described to me, we 
are sll ruined, for there will be no credibility remaining. 

I have taken this tine, I believe, in your interest. 1 have regarded 
you unmanly silence as just that, unmanly. If a man has a complaint against 
another, he articulates it, as close to fa-ce-tS-face as he can. You have just 
been what I regard as cowardly. *et when I was over my head, way behind on my own 
work, and with countless notes of my own investigations to make while they were 
still fresh in my mind, I dropped everything and wrote a foreword for you book, 
for which I asked nothing. I ask nothing of you now. My prupcse is a simple one. 
You silence d-nies me knowledge of the cause. If it is Lifton, I do not want you 
to be hurt needlessly, to later look back with regrets. H ope yo u and your family 
are well. Sincerely, Harold ?.Visber« 



